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ment.  I speak  only  what  I lenow  to 
be  true — of  facfs  that  cannot  be  con- 
troverted, and  were  I to  say  less  I 
should  fail  in  doing  these  people  sim- 
ple justice.  While  all  Mormons  ac- 
cept polygamy  as  divine,  only  about 
one  family  in  ten  practice  it.  Con- 
trast the  Mormons  (with  their 
immunity  from  adultery)  with  any 
people  where  the  social  evil  with  all 
its  fearful  consequences  prevails,  and 
you  will  find  that  among  those  where 
rnonogomv  is  the  accepted  order  of 
marriage,  something  incalculably 
worse  than  polygamy  is  practiced  by 
more  than  one  tenth  of  both  sexes. 
Compare  them  fairly,  and  then  say 
which  community  is  the  most  im- 
moral, and  calls  the  loudest  for  phi 
lanthropic  aid  and  social  reform  ? I 
do  not  say  that  all  p i'ygamists  have 
become  such  from  pure  motives  by 
any  means.  The  mere  ceremony  of 
marriage  of  any  sort  cannot  sanctify 
it  or  make  it  virtuous,  that  depends 
upon  the  parties  themselves;  so,  plural 
marriage,  like  single  marriage,  may 
be  relatively  pure  or  impure  accord- 
ing to  the  natures  of  the  parties 
practicing  it. 

It  has  ever  been  a source  of  pain, 
and  it  has  caused  the  blush  of  shame 
to  mantle  the  cheek  of  the  refined  and 
sensitive  Mormon,  to  hear  any  one 
say  that  “polygamy  is  better  than 
unbridled  and  irresponsible  licentious- 
ness.” With  this  refined  class,  and 
they  are  not  few,  plural  marriage  was 
believed  to  be  of  God  and  therefore 
intrinsically  right,  and  the  very  soul 
of  purity,  or  it  was  worse  than  noth- 
ing. Yet  it  is  no  less  true  that  polyg- 
amy is  better  than  prostitution,  and 
until  legislation  can  succeed  in  eradi- 
cating the  greater  evil,  is  it  not  sadly 
inconsistent  for  it  to  attempt  by  ar- 
bitrary enactments  to  suppress  the 
lesser  one  ? 

Polygamy  in  Utah  will  never  die 


through  violent  attacks  from  the  out- 
side, but,  like  the  system  that  gave  it 
birth  in  America,  it  must  be  left  to 
perish  from  internal  and  not  from  ex- 
ternal causes. 

TIIE  VITAL  QUESTION. 

We  now  come  to  the  most  vital 
question  of  all,  because  it  must  have 
an  immediate  response.  What  course 
should  be  taken  by  polygamous  families 
who  have  outgrown  the  faith  in  which 
they  were  formed  ? This  question  has 
not  only  to  be  answered  for  the  com- 
paratively few  already  emancipated, 
but  it  is  one  that  will  have  to  be  met 
for  the  thousands  of  those  who  still 
cling  to  the  religion  of  David  and 
Solomon ; for  as  certain  as  the  world 
moves  and  mankind  progresses,  will 
these  earnest  lovers  of  truth  ere  long 
outgrow  their  belief  in  the  absolute 
divinity  of  plural  marriage. 

To  the  superficial  and  unsympa- 
thetic the  question  could  be  very 
easily  disposed  of.  “Polygamy,”  they 
would  say,  “is  a sin  against  God  and 
a crime  against  the  nation,  and  should 
not  be  temporized  with,  but  abolished 
at  once.”  I would  remind  all  such 
short-work  reformers  that  there  are 
other  “sins  against  God”  and  other 
“crimes  against  the  nation”  in  their 
own  monogamic  system  of  a far  black- 
er hue  and  vastly  more  destructive  to 
the  well  being  of  society  than  Mor- 
mon polygamy,  and  then  I would  in- 
quire why,  before  they  attack  this 
system  so  violently,  ihey  do  not  cease 
to.  temporize  with  such  appaling 
wickedness  and  abolish  it  at  once? 
Men  of  thought  and  conservatism — 

1 jvr) s of  their  race — adopt  a very- 
different  view.  They  sec  the  imprac- 
ticability of  attempting,  in  this  matter, 
to  control  people  by  any  standard  of 
right  not  their  own  ; and  that  it  is  the 
veriest  folly  to  try  to  force  conscien- 
tious men  and  women  to  conform  to 
what  society  may  demand  in  o'pposi- 
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tion  to  their  own  honest  convictions. 
With  the  class  under  consideration 
(those  who  have  left  the  Mormon 
church)  a principle  is  true  or  false, 
not  because  some  ancient  prophet  or 
modern  revelator  pronounces  a verdict 
upon  it,  but  because  of  its  harmony 
with  nature  and  its  tendency  for  good 
or  evil — so  the  question  to  be  de- 
termined by  them  is,  and  should  be, 
simply  this : What  course  will  best 
conduce  to  the  good  of  all  the  parties 
directly  interested?  The  answer  to 
this  query,  depending  as  it  does  al- 
most wholly  on  the  circumstances  at- 
tending each  particular  case,  can  only 
be  fully  met  by  the  parties  themselves. 
In  the  sovereignty  of  their  own  un- 
trameled  agency,  each  should  be  al- 
lowed to  answer  it  for  himself  and 
herself.  A few  thoughts,  however,  in- 
duced by  some  knowledge  and  much 
careful  observation,  will  here  find  ap- 
propriate expression,  and  will  I trust 
not  fail  to  be  indorsed  by  the  judg- 
ment of  such  as  may  be  interested  in 
the  peaceful  solution  of  the  problem 
before  us. 

FAMILY  RELATIONS. 

As  to  the  further  extension  of  po- 
lygamy in  Utah,  among  the  class  under 
consideration,  there  can  be  no  queS' 
tion;  neither  is  there  one  as  to  wheth- 
er plural  obligations  made  in  good 
faith  and  in  all  saeredness  should  be 
violated  at  the  will  or  mere  caprice 
of  the  man  alone.  Certainly  the  female 
parties  to  the  contract  should  be  con- 
sulted as  well.  In  families  where 
hatred  and  jealousy  are  doing  their 
their  deadly  work,  rendering  the  wives 
wretched  and  the  husband— if  he  be 
not  w’orsc  than  a stoic — far  more  so, 
a sundering  of  the  ties  that  hold  them 
is  not  only  desirable  but  inevitable. 
Sooner  or  later  it  must  take  place  by 
the  voluntary  action  of  one  or  more 
of  the  parties,  for  where  the  cords 
that  hold  are  not  stronger  than  the 


influences  that  lead  to  separation,  the 
difficulty  will  find  a speedy  termina- 
tion. 

Where,  too,  plural  relations  have 
been  formed,  in  which  great  disparity 
of  age,  temper  and  taste  exists,  and 
the  wives  are  bound  more  by  poverty 
and  a sense  of  helpless  dependence 
than  by  respect  and  affection,  in  the 
name  of  freedom  and  humanity  let 
such  relations  be  at  once  broken, 
while  the  husband  and  father,  no  less 
than  before,  should  continue  to  devote 
his  life-long  energies  to  their  support 
and  the  education  of  the  children. 

But  there  are  instances,  incompre- 
hensible as  it  may  seem  to  some,  in 
which  persons  have  become  pluralists, 
not  only  under  the  full  force  of  re- 
ligious influence  and  the  lofty  enthu- 
siasm which  it  has  inspired,  but  with 
as  much  true  affection  and  as  free 
from  sensuality  as  ever  induced  others 
to  enter  into  the  monogamic  relation 
— such  alliances,  formed  in  the  bloom 
of  vouth,  cemented  by  the  children  of 
love,  and  not  of  lust,  have,  through 
lapse  of  years,  grown  into  an  unselfish 
friendship  that  may  be  called  holy. 
For  be  it  remembered  that  no  sus- 
picion of  impurity,  by  which  the  moral 
nature  could  have  suffered  the  least 
taint,  entered  into  their  minds,  for 
they  would  willingly  have  staked  their 
lives  upon  the  supposed  verity  that 
polygamy  was  a God-ordained  sys- 
tem, and  the  great  controller  of  human 
destiny  was  pledged  to  protect  and 
favor  such  of  his  children  as  enter- 
ed into  it  with  blessings  choice  and 
peculiar  both  on  earth  and  in  heaven. 

A CASE  IN  ILLUSTRATION. 

Let  us  suppose  a case  of  this  kind, 
in  which  one  man  is  the  husband  of 
two  wives,  who,  although  occupying 
separate  houses,  have  for  many  years 
lived  in  amity  together.  Toward  their 
husband,  the  father  of  their  children, 
they  have  nothing  but  feelings  of  con- 
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fidence  and  love;  they  have  passed 
the  meridian  of  life,  and  have  learned 
to  look  to  the  little  world  of  home  for 
happiness,  rather  than  to  the  great 
world  outside  of  it.  Their  earthly 
hopes  are  almost  wholly  centered  in 
their  children,  and  the  promotion  of 
their  good  is  their  chief  desire  and 
constitutes  their  greatest  joy.  They 
are  far  from  indifferent  to  what  so- 
ciety thinks  and  says,  for  they  have 
been  stung  to  the  quick,  time  and 
again,  by  its  unjust  aspersions  upon 
their  virtue,  and  its  cruel  misappre- 
hensions of  the  motives  by  which 
they  were  actuated.  They  would 
fain  be  in  harmony  with  society,  but 
the  price  demanded  for  its  approving 
smile  is  more  than  they  have  to  give; 
for,  in  addition  to  the  sacrifice  of  a 
good  husband,  they  are  required  to 
deprive  their  children  of  a father’s 
presence  and  a father’s  counsel — his 
aid  in  the  time  of  sickness,  his  con- 
solation and  support  in  the  trying 
hour  of  death.  It  is  useless  to  say 
that  this  need  not  result  from  divorc- 
ing one  of  the  wives — that  that  should 
not  release  him  from  acting  as  the 
constant  friend  and  life  long  protector 
t9  the  divorced  portion  of  his  house- 
hold. That  the  husband  should  be 
all  this  under  any  circumstances  I 
do  most  strenuously  claim,  but  that 
alone  is  insufficient.  Are  the  respon- 
sibilities of  paternity  so  slight  that 
they  only  comprise  friendship, 
bread,  clothes  and  shelter?  Is  not 
something  more  comprehended  in  the 
whole  duty  of  man  to  his  offspring? 
And  can  any  change  of  views  justify 
him  in  throwing  off  any  part  of  his 
entire  duty  to  them  if  it  remains  in 
his  power  to  perform  the  whole  of  it? 
Do  wc  not  know  that  nearly 
every  waking  hour  of  a polygamist's 
life  is  consumed  in  his  over  taxed 
labors,  whether  they  be  performed  in 
the  field,  shop,  or  office  ? The  only 


time  at  his  command  is  late  at  night 
and  early  in  the  morning,  and  if  the 
majority  of  men  who  have  but  one 
family  to  support  have  so  little  time 
to  enjoy  at  home,  how  much  less  time 
must  those  have  to  spend  there  who 
are  under  the  same  sacred  obligations 
to  sustain  two  or  more  families  as  the 
case  may  be. 

As  to  whether  these  responsibilities, 
already  requiring  almost  superhuman 
exertions  to  discharge,  should  be  still 
further  increased  by  additional  chil- 
dren there  can  be  as  a rule  but  one 
conclusion.  Still  this  matter  should 
be  left  to  the  supremacy  of  conscience 
and  the  discretion  of  the  parties 
themselves  to  decide. 

RIGHTS  OF  TI1E  PARTIES. 

The  question  to  be  settled  in  the 
case  just  supposed  is  simply  this:  has 
the  man  the  moral  right,  because  he 
no  longer  believes  in  the  absolute 
divinity  of  plural  marriage,  to  di- 
vorce one  of  his  wives  ? and  if  he 
possesses  this  right,  with  whom  shall 
lie  violate  his  marriage  vow, and  whose 
children  shall  he  sever  from  his  pres- 
ence? “The  second  wife  and  her 
offspring”  say  you;  and  assign  as  a 
reason  that  the  first  possesses  the 
prior  claim,  is  the  only  legal  wife, 
and  therefore  the  only  one  whose 
right  should  be  considered  para- 
mount. If  it  be  assumed  that  a man 
is  compelled  to  divorce  one  of  these 
wives,  then — all  other  considerations 
being  equal — priority  would  of  course 
decide  in  favor  of  the  first,  but  in  the 
absence  of  absolute  compulsion  ho  tv 
cm  h.-  in  strict  justice  discriminate 
in  favor  of  either? 

Let  us  pause  a moment,  ere  wc  de- 
cide this  momentous  consideration. 
Equity  is  the  basis  of  all  perfect  law, 
and  impartial  justice  is  its  lofty  aim. 
It  is  by  no  means  certain,  then,  that 
when  it  becomes  the  duty  of  the  tri- 
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bunals  of  our  country  to  settle  the 
complications  growing  out  of  this 
peculiar  relation  of  social  life,  that 
the  rights  of  all  but  such  as  were 
first  married  will  be  ignored.  Strict 
justice,  in  view  of  what  has  been 
shown,  can  know  no  difference  be- 
tween wives,  as  such.  The  rights  of 
all,  as  women , — the  first  as  much  as 
the  second — the  second  as  much  as 
the  first — will  be  respected.  In  a 
moral  sense — therefore  in  the  highest 
sense — the  women  first  married, 
equally  with  those  married  subse- 
quently, are  polygamous  wives,  as 
much  so  as  though,  instead  of  being 
performed  by  the  Mormon  Church, 
the  marriages  had  taken  place  in  Con- 
stantinople under  the  laws  of  the 
Sultan.  But  while  this  is  strictly 
true,  there  is  another  side  of  the 
question  no  less  so,  and  one  to  which 
justice  to  first, wives  compels  my  call- 
ing attention.  It  is  well  known  that 
many  of  this  class  have  had  to  con- 
sent to  their  husband’s  subsequent 
marriages  at  whatever  cost.  It  has 
been  literally  wrung  from  them  by  the 
fearful  dread  of  destruction  by  the 
Almighty  if  they  refused;  for  the 
revelation  unequivocally  says  that 
after  the  husband  has  taught  his  wife 
the  principle  of  “Celestial  Marriage,” 
“then  shall  she  believe  and  adminis- 
ter unto  him,  or  she  shall  be  destroy- 
ed; saith  the  Lord  your  God,  for  I 
will  destroy  her.”  On  the  other  hand, 
the  self-same  doctrine,  although  noc 
necessarily  used  by  the  husband  in 
either  instance,  has  more  or  less  exer- 
ted its  compulsory  influence  on  the 
minds  __  of  the  plural  wives,  who 
through  the  same  fear  of  actual  des- 
truction, have  not  dared  to  withhold 
their  assent.  _ So  it  will  be  seen  that, 
notwithstanding  the  greatest  possible 
compulsion  has  been  used  to  lead  wo- 
men into  plural  relations,  by  appeals 
to  their  religious  hopes  and  fears, 


yet  all  who  sustained  them,  irrcspcc- 
pective  as  to  when  they  did  so,  are 
polygamous  wives.  As  a consistent 
Mormon,  the  first  wife,  as  much  as 
her  husband,  must  have  believed 
polygamy  to  be,  not  only  admissible, 
but — as  the  revelation  upon  which  it 
mainly  rests  clearly  shows — a principle 
they  are  bound  to  accept  under  pain 
of  damnation.  For  a man  to  marry 
again  under  such  circumstances  was 
not  only  the  proper  thing  to  do,  but 
was  believed  to  be  essential  to  “a  full 
salvation.”  It  is  due  to  the  preva- 
lence of  this  idea  that  the  first  wives, 
in  some  instances,  have  actually'  used 
all  their  influence  to  induce  their 
husbands  to  marry  again,  and  they 
have  even  gone  so  far  a3  themselves 
to  select  maidens  for  the  purpose; 
thus  illustrating  the  power  of  reli- 
gious zeal  over  woman’s  true  nature. 

Can  the  man  of  honor  then,  in 
view  of  these  facts,  fail  to  realize 
that  in  the  sight  of  heaven  and  his 
own  conscience  he  is  as  much  the  hus- 
band of  one  wife  as  another?  The 
covenant  made  with  the  second  wife 
was  equally  as  solemn,  and  intended 
to  be  as  enduring,  as  the  previous 
one,  while  at  the  same  time  he  firmly 
believed  that  he  did  not,  by  forming 
this  second  marriage,  in  the  least  de- 
gree violate  or  conflict  with  the  obli- 
gation he  was  under  in  making  the 
first.  How  can  a true  man,  under 
such  circumstances,  discriminate  in 
favor  of  either?  Is  he  not  bound  to 
one  as  much  as  to  the  other— to  both 
equally? 

WOMAN  SHOULD  BE  EDUCATED  FOR 
SELF  SUPPORT. 

In  this  plural  relation,  as  in  fact  in 
every  other  relation  of  life,  women 
should  have  supreme  control  over  their 
persons,  and  mode  of  life.  To  do 
this  they  should,  as  far  as  possible, 
become  independent  of  their  hus- 
bands for  means  of  subsistence,  and 
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for  the  proper  education  of  their 
children,  so  that  no  ties  but  those  of 
affection  and  their  own  free  will  should 
continue  to  unite  them  to  their  hus- 
bands. Whenever  a woman,  of  her 
own  free  volition,  desires  to  sever  the 
marital  cord,  her  husband  should 
throw  no  obstacle  in  her  path ; but  he 
should  extend  every  facility  iu  his 
power  to  enable  her  to  live  an  inde- 
pendent life  without  him,  and  should 
feel  under  the  same  sacred  obligation 
as  before  to  provide  for  her  and  her 
children,  and  for.  ever  after  remain 
their  nearest  and  dearest  friend. 

EQUAL  RIGHTS  OF  ALL. 

Any  man,  himself  desiring  to 
be  free  from  his  plural  obliga- 
tions, who,  without  regard  to  the 
wishes  of  the  other  wives,  should  per- 
emptorily assume  for  himself  the  right 
to  retain  one  as  his  only  wife,  would 
be  guilty  of  an  utter  disregard  of  his 
marriage  covenant  with  the  rest,  and 
a ciuel  indifference  to  the  feelings  of 
the  wife  or  wives  thus  treated.  It 
would  be  more  manly  and  better  far 
to  frankly  avow  his  desires,  in  which 
case  every  true  woman,  cost  what  it 
might,  would  at  once  release  him.  On 
the  other  hand,  a man  could  not  be 
held  guiltless  in  continuing  to  sustain 
the  relation  of  husband  to  a woman 
towards  whom  he  has  an  aversion,  a 
degree  of  affection  at  least  being  ne- 
cessary to  preserve  such  a union  from 
positive  criminality.  All  alliances  not 
cemented  by  qualities  essential  to  an 
eternal  union,  will,  sooner  or  later,  in 
this  world  or  the  next,  be  broken  ; 
but  nature  alone,  with  her  slow  but 
certain  processes,  should  be  permitted 
to  work,  either  in  making  unions 
stronger  or  in  loosening  the  ties  that 
bind  them  together.  In  this  way  the 
end  can  be  accomplished  without  in- 
juring ties  of  respect  and  friendship  ; 
for,  as  the  young  child  derives  strength 
from  the  maternal  breast,  so  do  the 


weaker  of  earth’s  children  derive 
support  from  the  stronger,  and  why 
should  not  this  principle  be  applied  to 
those  who  have  entered  into  plural 
wedlock  ? Perfect  marriages,  in  the 
modern  ideal  sense,  are  but  seldom 
met  with,  yet  who  would  advise  that 
all  except  this  kind  should  be  dis- 
solved ? If  then,  in  single  marriages 
the  weak  obtain  strength  from  union 
with  the  strong — harmonizing  in  some 
points,  if  not  in  all — why  should  not 
parties  to  a plural  marriage  remain  to- 
gether for  similar  reasons.  For  the 
sake  of  additional  clearness  upon  this 
point,  permit  me,  in  conclusion,  to 
use  an  illustration  somewhat  similar 
with  one  already  employed. 

ANOTHER  CASE  SUPPOSED. 

In  the  ardor  of  religious  enthusiasm 
a man  marries  two  maidens  within  a 
year  ; they  have  lived  together  for  a 
score  of  years,  during  which  period 
both  become  mothers  to  a number  of 
children  Suddenly  the  man  awakes 
to  the  conviction  that  polygamy  is  not 
a divine  institution,  for  he  has  found 
it  to  be  incompatible  with  woman’s 
happiness  upon  earth  and  crushing  to 
her  hopes  in  Heaven.  Would  he  then 
be  justified  in  casting  from  his  bosom 
one  of  these  women,  and  the  children 
to  which  she  had  given  “birth 't  Her 
affections  are  still  placed  upon 
him,  and  him  only;  the  tendrils  of 
her  feminine  heart  are  entwined 
around  his,  and  all  the  wifely  and 
motherly  qualities  of  her  soul  have 
been  unfolded  and  centered  in  him 
and  in  his  children.  It  does  seem  to 
me  that  justice,  wisdom,  and  humanity 
would  unite  in  a common  verdict  that 
both  wives  should  remain  with  the 
husband  of  their  youth  until  time  and 
change,  these  great  solvers  of  all 
problems,  shall  settle  the  question. 
When  this  period  arrives,  the  parting 
may  not  be  without  a pang,  but  it 
will  be  without  reproach,  anger  or 
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regret,  for  she  will  accept  the  past  as 
having  been  the  best  for  her  ; feeling 
herself  the  child  of  a divine  providence, 
and  trusting  to  the  no  distant  future 
to  unfold  its  wisdom  and  reveal  its 
purpose. 

CHANGES  THAT  ARE  INEVITABLE. 

There  is  a time  in  the  evolution  of 
nature’s  wheel  when  the  ripe  fruit 
leaves  the  tree  that  gave  it  life  and 
growth,  when  the  infant  emerges  from 
its  maternal  prison,  and  old  age  yields 
its  last  feeble  grasp  upon  this  mun- 
dane existence  ; so  will  there  also 
come  a time  when  all  those  who  have 
not  been  joined  together  by  God's 
holy  sacrament  of  marriage— an  eter- 
nal-fitness on  the  part  of  each  for  the 
other — will  themselves  sever  the  con- 
jugal ties  that  have  bound  them,  and 
separate  from  those  they  have  so 
fondly  loved — the  sharers,  perchance, 
of  many  years  of  life’s  joys  and  sor- 
rows— but  in  that  hour  they  with- 
draw from  an  imperfect  order,  pre- 
paratory to  entering  upon  the  perfect 
one ; they  relinquish  their  hold  upon  a 
system  that  has  produced  blessings  of 
eternal  worth,  but  is  associated  with 
sorrow  and  solitude  and  soul  yearn- 
ings that  could  not  be  satisfied.  They 
do  this  to  become  the  recipients  of 
one  rich  enough  to  meet  every  neces- 
sity of  the  heart  for  love  and  com-, 
panionship,  and  in  which  every  aspi- 
ration of  the  soul  will  find  its  fullest 
realization.  When  this  hour  shall 
come,  and  while  the  partings  it  shall 
produce  may  not  be  unmixed  with 
sadness,  they  will  not  be  in  anger, 
but  in  all  tenderness  and  love,  and 
with  the  certain  assurance  that  the 
roots  of  friendship,  so  firmly  planted 
on  earthly  soil,  watered  by  tears  of 
suffering  and  dew  of  affection,  will 
put  forth  a stem  that  shall  reach  into 
Heaven ; where,  no  more  exposed  to 
chilling  winds,  it  will  forever  after 
yield  flowers  whose  fragrance  shall 


never  fail,  and  whose  beauty  shall 
never  fade.  Let  us  await  in  patience 
that  coming  time,  when  not  only 
Utah’s  knotty  problem,  but  others  no 
less  painful  and  difficult,  will  also 
meet  their  final  solution. 

BE  FIRM  IN  TIIE  RIGHT. 

One  word  more  and  I will  leave  this 
weighty  subject.  If  mistakes  were 
made  in  entering  into  plural  wedlock, 
let  none  of  either  sex  add  to  them  a 
crime  in  their  desire  to  extricate 
themselves  from  its  life-long  lesponsi- 
bilities.  If,  as  is  necessarily  the  case, 
our  highest  idea  of  marriage  is  not  at- 
tained in  this  system,  remember  that 
it  is  but  seldom  reached  outside  of  it. 
The  true  heroes  and  heroines  of  life’s 
great  battle  field  are  those  who 
silently  and  unmurmuringly  make 
daily  sacrifices  for  the  good  of  others. 
Self-renunciation  is  a virtue  of  great- 
est worth  and  rarest  beauty,  and 
blessed  are  those  who  possess  it. 
Humanity  to-day  stands  almost  re- 
deemed from  its  degradation,  and 
ranks  higher  in  the  scale  of  moral  ex- 
cellence, because  a few,  ennobled  by 
this  virtue,  tread  the  earth.  Let  all 
seek  to  be  of  this  exalted  class,  for 
“ They  shall  stand  up  like  great  pil- 
lars of  strength  along  the  way  of 
time,  and  coming  generations,  as  they 
know  the  truth  concerning  them, 
shall  be  strengthened  to  go  and  do 
likewise.”  Be  not  influenced  in  your 
course  by  the  impulsive  and  irrespons- 
ible voice  of  society,  which  is  too  often 
ignorant  of  that  upon  which  it  does  not 
hesitate  to  pass  a cruel  judgment. 
Look  rather  to  the  light  within,  seek- 
ing in  all  integrity  that  it  may  be 
made  clear  and  strong  by  a holy  influx 
from  above  ; and  when  you  get  the 
verdict  of  the  high  tribunal  of  your 
own  dispassionate  judgment  and  com 
Ssience,  telling  you  the  best  course  to 
pursue  forj  the  good  of  all,  follow 
that  course  with  a firm  and  undeviat- 
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ing  step,  and  victory  shall  crown  your 
life.  Then,  when  we  reach  the  bright 
bseyond,  all  will  be  harmoBjfegupd  love, 
and  our  pup  of  joy  will  uotgj^erabit- 
tered  with  painful  remembrances*  of 
wrong  perpetrated  upon  a confiding 
wife,  dcyofced  husband  or  innocent 


child,  but  all  who  have  become  con- 
nected by  the  indifeo’uble  ties  of 
kindred  and  affeeiroi. — wives,  hus- 
bands, children  and  parents— shall 
unite  in  one  sweet  chorus  to  call  each 
other  blessed  ! ^ 
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ITS  SOLUTION  IN  UTAH— A QUESTION  OF  THE  HOUR. 


BY  WILLIAM  S.  GODBE. 


I propose  to  speak  this  evening 
upon  the  subject  announced — polyg- 
amy and  its  solution  in  Utah — not 
because  some  persons  have  publicly 
requested  me  to  define  my  position  in 
relation  to  it,  but  because  I consider 
that  the  time  has  come  when  duty 
requires  that  I should  do  so.  In  the 
performance  of  this  difficult  and  deli- 
cate task  I have  not  consciously  been 
influenced  to  swerve  in  the  least  de- 
gree from  wliat  I conceive  to  be  the 
pure  truth  by  considerations  of  expe- 
diency, nor  stopped  to  question  as  to 
how  this  or  that  statement  will  be  re- 
ceived by  any  person  or  party,  and. 
whatever  may  be  its  effect,  I am  happy 
in  the  conviction  that  no  portion  of 
my  life  has  b en  more  wholly  devoted 
to  the  cause  of  truth  and  impartial 
justice  than  the  few  hours  employed 
in  preparing  the  thoughts  that,  with 
your  permission,  I will  now  present. 

Instead  of  attempting  the  analysis 
of  the  principles  involved  in  this  sys- 
tem, I propose  to  express  as  briefly  as 
the  nature  of  the  case  will  permit, 
some  conclusions — the  result  of  much 
serious  thought — not  only  as  to  what 
will  be  the  solution  of  the  polygamic 
problem  in  Utah,  but  with  reference 
to  the  best  course  to  pursue  on  the 


part  of  those  who,  under  the  influence 
of  a misguided  zeal,  formed  plural  re- 
lations in  the  past,  and  who  now  have 
changed  their  views;  also  to  state 
some  facts  relevant  to  the  subject,  in 
the  earnest  hope  that  the  public  mind 
may  be  influenced  to  look  upon  this 
complicated  social  problem  from  a 
more  liberal  point  of  view,  and  form 
a more  correct  judgment  concerning  it. 

BASIS  OF  BELIEF  IN  POLYGAMY. 

To  do  this  successfully  it  is  neces- 
sary, in  the  first  place,  that  a true 
understanding  be  arrived  at  as  to  the 
primal  basis  of  belief  in  this  system 
in  the  Mormon  mind;  and  I know  of 
no  fairer  way  to  do  this  than  to  quote 
from  a tract  published  by  the  Mor- 
mon church  in  defence  of  polygamy, 
showing  the  biblical  authority  there- 
for, and  some  short  paragraphs  also, 
from  the  “ Revelation  on  Celestial  Mar- 
riage, given  to  Joseph  Smith , Nauvoo, 
July  12th,  1843.” 

Verily,  thus  saith  the  Lord  unto  you, 
my  servant  Joseph,  that  inasmuch  as  you 
have  inquired  of  my  hand,  to  know  and 
understand  wherein  I,  the  Lord,  justified 
my  servants  Abraham,  Isaac  and  Jacob; 
as  also  Moses,  David  and  Solomon,  my 
servants,  as  touching  the  principle  and 
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doctrine  of  their  having  many  wives  and 
concubines:  Behold!  and  lo,  I am  the 
Lord  thy  God,  and  will  answer  thee  as 
touching  this  matter:  Therefore,  prepare 
thy  heart  to  receive  and  obey  the  instruc- 
lions  which  I am  about  to  give  unto  you; 
for  all  those  who  have  this  law  revealed 
unto  them,  must  obey  the  same;  for  be- 
hold ! I reveal  unto  you  a new  and  an 
everlasting  covenant;  and  if  ye  abide  not 
that  covenant,  then  are  ye  damned;  for 
no  one  can  reject  this  covenant,  and  be 
permitted  to  enter  into  my  glory;  for  all 
who  will  have  a blessing  at  my  hands, 
shall  abide  the  law  which  was  appointed 
lor  that  blessing,  and  the  conditions 
thereof,  as  was  instituted  from  before  the 
foundation  of  the  world  : and  as  pertain- 
ing to  the  new  and  everlasting  covenant, 
it  was  instituted  for  the  fulness  of  my 
glory;  and  lie  that  receiveth  a fulness 
thereof,  must,  and  shall  abide  the  law, 
or  he  shall  be  damned,  sailh  the  Lord 
God. 

* * -x-  * -x  * 

God  commanded  Abraham,  and  Sarah 
gave  Ilagar  to  Abraham  to  wife.  And 
why  did  she  do  it?  Because  this  was  the 
law,  and  from-IIagar  sprang  many  peo- 
ple. This,  therefore,  was  fulfilling, 
among  other  things,  the  promises.  Was 
Abraham,  therefore,  under  condemnation? 
Verily,  I say  unto  you,  Nay;  for  I,  the 
Lord,  commanded  it.  Abraham  was  com- 
manded to  offer  his  son  Isaac  ; neverthe- 
less, it  was  written,  thou  shalt  not  kill. 
Abraham,  however,  did  not  refuse,  and  it 
was  accounted  unto  him  for  righteous- 
ness. 

Abraham  received  concubines,  and  they 
bare  him  children,  and  it  was  accounted 
unto  him  for  righteousness,  because  they 
were  given  unto  him,  and  he  abode  in  my 
law,  as  Isaac  also  and  Jacob  did  none 
other  things  than  that  which  they  were 
commanded  ; and  because  they  did  none 
other  things  than  that  which  they  were 
commanded,  they  have  entered  into  their 
exaltation,  according  to  the  promises, 
and  sit  upon  thrones,  and  are  not  angels, 
but  are  Gods.  David  also  received  many 
wives  and  concubines,  as  also  Solomon 
and  Moses  my  servants  ; as  also  many 
others  of  my  servants,  from  the  beginning 
of  creation  until  this  time  ; and  in  noth- 
ing did  they  sin,  save  in  those  things 
which  they  received  not  of  me. 

David’s  wives  and  concubines  were 
given  unto  him,  of  me,  by  the  hand  of 


Nathau,  my  servant,  and  others  of  the 
Prophets  who  had  the  keys  of  this  power: 
and  in  none  of  these  things  did  ho  sin 
against  me,  save  in  the  case  of  Uriah  and 
his  wife;  and,  therefore,  he  hath  fallen 
from  his  exaltation,  and  received  his  por- 
tion; and  he  shall  not  inherit  them  out 
of  the  world  ; for  I gave  them  unto  an- 
other, saitli  the  Lord. 

And  again,  yerily,  verily  I say  unto 
you,  if  any  man  have  a wife  who  holds 
the  keys  of  this  power,  and  he  teaches 
unto  her  the  law  of  my  Priesthood,  as 
pertaining  to  these  things,  then  shall  she 
believe,  and  administer  unto  him,  or  she 
shall  be  destroyed,  saith  the  Lord  your 
God;  for  I will  destroy  her;  for  I will 
magnify  my  name  upon  all  those  who  re- 
ceive and  abide  in  my  law.  Therefore, 
it  shall  be  lawful  in  me,  if  she  receive  not 
this  law,  for  him  to  receive  all  things, 
whatsoever  I,  the  Lord  his  God,  will  give 
unto  him,  because  she  did  not  administer 
unto  him  according  to  my  word;  and  she 
then  becomes  the  transgressor;  and  he  is 
exempt  from  the  law  of  Sarah,  who  ad- 
ministered unto  Abraham  according  to 
the  law,  when  I commanded  Abraham  to 
take  Ilagar  to  wife.  And  now,  as  per- 
taining to  this  law,  verily,  verily  l say 
unto  you,  I will  reveal  more  unto  you, 
hereafter;  therefore,  let  this  suffice  for 
the  present.  Behold,  I am  Alpha  and 
Omega.  Amen, 

We  make  the  following  extracts  from  a 
work  published  on  “India,  Ancient  and 
Modern,”  by  David  O.  Allen,  D.  D.,  Mis- 
sionary of  the  American  Board,  for 
twenty-five  years  in  India,  etc.  They 
are  published  in  his  work  in  an  appendix 
devoted  to  the  subject  of  Polygamy. 
This  subject  was  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  Calcutta  Missionary  Conference, 
composed  of  Missionaries  from  various 
sects  of  England  and  America,  and  in- 
cluding Episcopalians,  Presbyterians, 
Baptists  and  Congregationalists,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  application  of  converts 
in  India,  who  had  been  legally  married 
to  several  wives  and  who  had  given  cred- 
ible evidence  of  their  personal  piety,  to 
be  admitted  into  the  church.  After  fre- 
quent consultations  and  much  considera- 
tion the  Conference  unanimously  came  to 
the  following  conclusion: 

‘•If  a convert,  before  becoming  a Chris- 
tian, has  married  more  wives  than  one, 
in  accordance  with  the  practice  of  the 
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Jewish  and  primitive  Christian  churches, 
he  shall  be  permitted  to  keep  them  all, 
but  such  a person  is  not  eligible  to  any 
office  in  the  church.’’ 

The  arguments  which  we  quo  e below 
are  advanced  in  Dr.  Allen’s  work  as  a 
justification  of  this  action  of  the  Confer- 
ence of  Protestant  Missionaries  on  the 
subject. 

“To  those  who  have  doubts  in  respect 
to  the  intrinsic  moral  lawfulness  of  plu- 
rality of  wives  as  it  existed  among  the 
ancient  Jews,  and  who  wish  further  to 
examine  this  subject,  the  consideration 
of  the  following  extracts  from  a work 
called  ‘Thelyphthora,’  published  anon- 
ymously many  years  ago  in  England,  is 
recommended.  The  author  of  this  work 
says : 

“ ‘The  best  and  fairest  and  indeed  the 
only  way,  to  get  at  the  truth,  on  this,  as 
on  every  occasion  where  religion  is  con- 
cerned, is  to  lay  aside  prejudice  from 
whatever  quarter  it  may  be  derived  and 
let  the  Bible  speak  for  itself.  Then  we 
shall  see  that  more  than  one  wife,  not- 
withstanding the  seventh  commandment, 
was  allowed  by  God  himself,  wiio,  how- 
ever othevs  might  take  it,  must  infallibly 
know  II is  own  mind,  be  perfectly  ac- 
quainted with  Ilis  own  will,  and  thor- 
oughly understand  llis  own  law.  If  He 
did  not  intend  to  allow  a plurality  of 
wives,  but  to  prevent  and  condemn  it., 
either  by  the  seventh  commandment,  or 
by  some  other  law,  how  i3  it  possible  that 
He  should  make  laws  for  its  regulation, 
any  more  than  he  should  make  laws  for 
the  regulation  of  theft  or  murder  ? How 
is  it  conceivable  that  He  should  give  the 
least  countenance  to  it,  or  so  express  His 
approbation  as  even  to  work  miracles  in 
support  of  it?  For  the  making  a woman 
fruitful  who  was  naturally  barren  must 
have  been  the  effect  of  supernatural  pow- 
er. lie  blessed,  and  in  a distinguished 
manner  owned,  the  issue,  and  declared  it 
legitimate  to  all  intents  and  purposes. 

If  this  be  not  allowance,  what  is? 

“ ‘As  to  the  first,  namely,  His  making 
laws  for  the  regulation  of  polygamy,  let 
us  consider  what  is  written  in  Exodus, 
HI:  10.  If  he  (i.  t .,  the  husband)  take 
him  another  wife  (not,  in  so  doing,  that 
he  sins  against  the  seventh  commandment, 
recorded  in  the  preceding  chapter,  but) 
her  food,  her  raiment  (i.  e.s  of  the  first 
wife)  and  her  duty  of  marriage,  he  shall 
not  diminish.  Here  God  positively  for- 


bids a neglect,  much  more  the  divorcing 
or  putting  away  of  the  first  wife,  but 
charges  no  sin  in  taking  the  second.’’ 
******* 

“ ‘But  there  is  a passage  (Deuteronomy 
21:  15)  which  is  express  to  the  point, 
and  amounts  to  a demonstration  of  God’s 
allowance  of  plurality  of  wives.  ‘If  a 
man  have  two  wives,  one  beloved  and  an- 
other hated,  and  they  have  borne  him 
children,  both  thebeloved  and  the  hated; 
and  if  the  first  born  be  hers  that  was 
hated,  then  it  shall  be,  when  he  maketh 
his  sons  to  inherit  that  which  he  hath, 
that  he  may  not  make  the  son  of  the  be- 
loved first  born  before  the  son  of  the 
hated,  which  is,  indeed  the  first  born,  by 
giving  him  a double  portion  of  all  that  he 
hath;  for  he  is  the  beginning  of  his 
strength,  and  the  right  of  the  first  born 
is  his’.  On  the  footing  of  this  law,  the 
marriage  of  both  women  is  equally  law- 
ful. God  calls  them  both  wives,  and  He 
cannot  be  mistaken;  if  He  calls  them  so, 
they  certainly  were  so.  If  the  oecond 
wife  bore  the  first  son,  that  son  was  to 
inherit  before  a son  born  afterwards  of 
the  first  wife.  Here  the  issue  is  express- 
ly deemed  legitimate,  and  inheritable  to 
the  double  portion  of  the  first  born; 
which  could  not  be,  if  the  second  mar- 
riage were  not  deemed  as  lawful  an  1 va'id 
as  the  first. 

“ -To  say  that  a plurality  of  wives  is 
sinful,  is  to  make  God  the  author  of  sin: 
for,  not  to  forbid  that  which  is  evil  but 
even  to  countenance  and  promote  it,  is 
being  so  far  the  author  of  it,  and  acces- 
sory to  it  in  the  highest  degree.  And 
shall  we  dare  to  say,  or  even  think,  that 
this  is  chargeable  upon  Him,  who  is  of 
purer  eyes  than  to  behold  evil,  and  who 
cannot  look  on  iniquity  ? (Ilabbakuk  1: 
13.)  God  forbid. 

“When  God  is  upbraiding  David,  by  the 
prophet  Nathan,  for  his  ingratitutc  to  his 
Almighty  benofactor  (2  Samuel,  xii.)  He 
does  it  in  the  following  terms; — verse  8, 

I gave  thee  thy  master’s  house,  and  thy 
master’s  wives  unto  tby  bosom,  and  I 
gave  thee  the  house  of  Israel  and  Judah, 
and  if  that  had  been  too  l.ttle,  I would 
moreover  have  given  thee  such  and  such 
things. 

“Can  we  suppose  God  giving  more 
wives  than  one  into  David’s  bosom,  who 
already  had  more  than  one,  if  it  was  sin 
in  David  to  take  them  ? Can  we  imagine 
that  God  would  thus  transgress  (as  it 
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■were)  His  own  commandment  in  one 
instance,  and  so  severely  reprove  and 
chastise  David  for  breaking  it  in  another? 
Is  it  not  rather  plain,  from  the  whole 
transaction,  that  David  committed  mortal 
sin  in  taking  another  living  man’s  wife, 
but  not  in  taking  the  widows  of  the  de- 
ceased Saul?  and  thus,  therefore, though 
the  law  of  God  condemned  the  first,  yet 
it  did  not  condemn  the  second  ? 

******* 

“While  this  system  of  a plurality  of 
wives  was  reverenced  and  observed,  we 
read  of  no  adultery,  whoredom,  and  com- 
mon prostitution 'of  women  among  the 
daughters  of  Israel;  no  brothels,  street 
walking,  venereal  disease;  no  child  mur- 
der, and  those  other  appendages  of  female 
ruin,  which  are  too  horrid  to  particular- 
ize. Nor  were  these  things  possible, 
which,  since  ihe  revocation  of  the  divine 
system  and  the  establishment  of  human 
systems,  are  become  inevitable.  The 
supposing  our  blessed  Savior  came  to  de- 
stroy the  divine  law,  or  alter  it  with  re- 
spect to  marriage,  is  to  suppose  Him  lay- 
ing a foundation  for  the  misery  and  de- 
struction of  the  weaker  sex.” 

Having  given  the  above  extracts  from 
the  writings  of  the  Rev.  Martin  Madan, 
in  his  “Thelyphthora,”  we  now  make  the 
following  extracts  from  a tract  published 
by  the  eminent  divine,  Bishop  Burnet, 
who  was  elevated  to  the  see  of  Salisbury, 
England,  by  William  III.,  and  who  is  de- 
scribed as  a learned,  judicious  and  ex- 
cellent Bishop.  He  is  known  principally 
by  his  “'History  of  the  Reformation,”  and 
by  that  of  “His  own  Times.” 

The  tract  was  written  on  the  question. 

“Is  a plurality  of  wives  in  any  case 
lawful  under  the  Gospel?” 

••Neither  is  it  [a  plurality  of  wives] 
any  where  marked  among  the  blemishes 
of  the  patriarchs;  David’s  wives,  and 
store  of  them  he  had,  are  termed  by  the 
prophet,  God’s  gift  to  him;  yea,  a plural- 
ity of  wives  was  made  in  some  cases  a 
duty  by  Mo'es’  law;  when  any  died  with- 
out issue,  his  brother,  or  nearest  kins- 
man, was  to  marry  his  wife,  for  raising 
up  seed  to  him;  and  all  were  obliged  to 
obey  this,  under  the  hazard  of  infamy,  if 
they  refused  it;  neither  is  there  any  ex- 
ceptions made  for  such  as  were  married. 
From  whence  I may  faithfully  conclude, 
that  what  God  made  necessary  in  some 
cases  to  any  degree,  can  in  no  case  be 


sinful  in  itself;  since  God  is  holy  in  all 
Iiis  ways.  . 

"But  it  is  now  to  be  examined,  if  it  is 
forbidden  by  the  Gospel.  A simple  and 
express  discharga  of  a plurality  of  wives 
is  nowhere  to  be  found. 

“It  is  true  our  Lord  discharges  di- 
vorces, except  in  the  case  of  adultery, 
adding  that  whosoever  puts  away  his 
wife  upon  any  other  account,  commits 
adultery:  so  St.  Luke  and  St.  Matthew  in 
one  place  have  it— or  commits  adultery 
against  her;  so  St.  Mark  has  it — or 
causes  her  to  commit  adultery;  so  St. 
Matthew  in  another  place. 

“But,  says  an  objector,  if  it  be  adultery 
then  to  take  another  woman  after  an  un- 
just divorce,  it  will  follow  that  the  wife 
has  that  right  over  the  husband’s  body, 
that  he  must  touch  no  other. 

“This  is  indeed  plausible,  and  it  is  all 
that  can  be  brought  from  the  New  Testa- 
ment, which  seems  convincing;  yet  it  will 
not  be  found  of  weight. 

“For  it  is  to  be  considered,  that  if  our 
Lord  had  aimed  to  antiquate  the  plurality 
of  wives,  it  being  so  deeply  rooted  in  the 
men  of  that  age,  confirmed  by  such  fash- 
ions and  unquestioned  precedents,  and 
riveted  by  so  long  a practice,  he  must 
have  done  it  plainly  and  authoritatively, 
and  not  in  such  an  involved  manner  as 
to  be  sought  out  of  his  words  by  the 
search  of  logic. 

“Neither  are  these  dark  words  made 
more  clear  by  any  of  the  apostles  in  their 
writings;  words  are  to  be  carried  no 
farther  than  the  design  upon  which  they 
were  written  will  lead  them  to:  so  that 
our  Lord  seeming,  in  that  place,  to  strike 
out  divorce  so  explicitly,  we  must  not,  by 
a consequence,  condemn  a plurality  of 
wives;  since  it  seems  not  to  have  fallen 
within  the  scope  of  what  our  Lord  does 
there  disapprove. 

•■Therefore,  to  conclude  this  short  an- 
swer, wherein  many  things  are  hinted 
which  might  have  been  enlarged  into  a 
volume,  I see  nothing  so  strong  against 
a plurality  of  wives  as  to  balance  the 
great  and  visible  imminent  hazards  that 
hang  over  so  many  thousands,  if  it  be  not 
allowed.” 

POLYGAMY  NOT  PROHIBITED  IN  TIIE 
NEW  TESTAMENT. 

The  belief  however,  is  still  almost 
universal  among  Christians,  that  poly- 
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gamy,  if  sanctioned  by  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, is  certainly  prohibited  by  the 
New.  I will  only  add  upon  this  point 
the  opinion  of  Martin  Luther  and  the 
Synod  of  six  Reformers,  who,  on  a 
certain  occasion  were  called  upon  to 
decide  this  question.  Their  verdict, 
according  to  Nichols,  was,  “That  the 
Gospels  nowhere,  in  express  terms, 
commanded  monogamy,  and  that 
polygamy  had  been  practised  by  the 
highest  dignitaries  of  the  church,” 
and  that,  “if  the  sayings  of  Christ  arc 
doubtful  or  mystical,  those  of  the 
apostles  arc  sufficiently  clear.  Mo 
nogamy  is  clearly  required  of  bishops, 
deacons  and  ciders  of  the  church, 
but  not  of  laymen.  Polygamy  con- 
tinued in  the  Christian  church  until 
a comparatively  recent  period,  and 
was  allowed  by  Luther  and  the  Fath- 
ers of  the  Protestant  Reformation,  as 
it  also  is,  to  this  day,  under  certain 
circumstances,  by  our  Boards  of  For- 
eign Missions.’’ 

OTHER  ARGUMENTS  SUSTAINING  i’Ol.V- 
GAMV. 

In  addition  to  these  scriptural  ar- 
guments in  favor  of  polygamy,  some 
of  a physiological  character  and  others 
based  on  the  preponderance  of  females 
over  males  in  different  localities,  the 
right  of  individual  agency  in  such 
matters  and  other  similar  data,  all  of 
which  possess  much  ingenuity  and  no 
small  amount  of  truth,  have  been  em- 
ployed with  great  success.  Numer- 
ous other  quotations,  from  authors  of 
note  also,  in  which  similar  conclusions 
have  been  drawn — which  still  appear 
to  me  to  be  both  logical  and  just — 
could  be  given.  Sufficient,  however, 
has  been  selected  for  my  purpose, 
which  is  to  show  how  strong  a foun- 
dation has  existed  for  faith  in  polyg- 
amy to  persons  who  from  their 
childhood  had  been  taught  to  believe 
that  the  Bible  contained  nothing  but 
the  pure  word  of  God;  and  who  also 


placed  the  most  implicit  reliance  in 
the  divinity  of  the  modern  revelation 
upon  which  it  mainly  rests,  the  lan- 
guage of  which,  in  demanding  its  ac- 
ceptance, is  so  unequivocal  and  em- 
phatic. 

MORMON  BELIEF  IN  THE  DIVINE  REVE- 
LATION. 

I am  aware  that  to  people  outside 
of  Utah  it  will  appear  almost  incred- 
ible that  such  a revelation  should  be 
accepted,  by  persons  of  anything  like 
average  intelligence,  as  coming  di- 
rect from  God ; but  when  we  con- 
sider that  it  only  reveals  a principle 
that  was  practised  by  the  best  and 
greatest  men,  according  to  Mormon 
view  of  biblical  antiquity,  evidently 
sanctioned  too  by  the  Almighty,  and 
regulated  by  Him  through  His  ser- 
vants the  prophets,  the  wonder  be- 
comes somewhat  diminished.  Indeed, 
had  not  the  Utah  Reformers  reversed 
the  method  by  which  the  quality  or 
the  character  of  a revelation  should 
be  tested,  they  would  still  be  firmly 
bound  to  their  old  superstitions.  In- 
stead of  testing  a doctrine  by  the  rev- 
elation, as  they  once  did,  they  now 
reverse  the  process,  and  test  the  reve- 
lation by  the  doctrine.  In  fact,  they 
no  longer  believe  in  revelations  at  all 
as  emanating  from  the  lips  of  a per- 
sonal Deity,  as  claimed  by  the  Mor- 
mon priesthood.  The  only  divine 
revelations  in  which  they  do  believe 
are  such  as  may  come  to  the  souls  of 
all,  to  be  held  in  abeyance,  however, 
until  sanctioned  by  reason  and  con- 
firmed by  experience. 

The  “Revelation  on  Celestial  Mar- 
riage,” has  been  for  nearly  thirty 
years  subjected  to  the  test,  and  found 
to  be  untrue,  &o  far  as  this  life  is  con- 
cerned, because  it  teaches  a principle 
that  is  in  opposition  to  woman’s  high- 
est nature,  and  is  in  direct  conflict 
with 
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“a  subsequent  revelation.” 

This  second  revelation,  however, 
can  boast  of  no  “Thus  saith  the  Lord” 
by  which  to  command  attention  ; but 
rests  its  claim  on  the  testimony  of  the 
still,  small  voice  speaking  to  the  in 
dividual  soul,  irresistibly  affirming  its 
truth. 

The  great  principle  it  came  to  re- 
veal was,  the  equality  of  woman  with 
man ; a principle  that  is  destined  to 
cause  a social  revolution,  not  oply  in 
Utah,  but  throughout  the  whole  civ- 
ilized world.  This,  to  us  in  Utah,  new 
revelation  teaches,  with  reference  to 
the  marital  relation,  the  grand  idea 
that  woman,  in  her  developed  condi- 
tion, is  designed,  not  only  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  the  household  and  bear 
children,  but  to  be  to  her  husband  in 
the  truest  and  highest  sense  a com 
X>anion.  This  new  revelation,  the 
truth  of  which  is  accepted  by  millions, 
also  advocates  the  shocking  heresy 
that  a man  no  more  needs  a wo- 
man for  his  companion  than  a woman 
does  a man  for  hers,  and  that  to  in- 
sure her  perfect  freedom  she  should 
be  man’s  equal  in  the  marital  rela- 
tionship. This  doctrine  is  at  once  fa- 
tal to  plural  marriage,  both  as  it  exists 
on  earth  and  as  it  is  said  to  prevail  in 
heaven,  for  it  will  be  perceived  at  a 
glance  that  the  great  disparity  of  the 
sexes  essential  to  the  universality  of 
polygamy,  would  forever  deprive  wo- 
man of  all  but  a portion  of  male  so- 
ciety of  any  kind,  while  men  would 
possess  a corresponding  excess  of  fe- 
male society. 

POLYGAMIC  MARRIAGE  IN  TllKoRY  VIR- 
TUOUS. 

But  while  this  more  modern  view 
is  fast  becoming  universal,  thestudeut 
of  human  nature  will  readily  under- 
stand how  persons  believing  implicity 
in  the  actual  divinity  of  the  revelation 
on  celestial  marriage,  and  the  scrip- 
tural texts  that  have  been  introduced, 


would  be  led  into  polygamy,  not,  as 
many  ignorantly  suppose,  to  gratify  a 
sensual  nature,  but  fired  rather  with 
the  noble  purpose  of  aiding  in  the 
restoration  and  establishment  of  the 
only  true  social  order  upon  earth. 
This  accounts  for  the  fact  that  those 
who  have  embraced  this  system  are 
among  the  most  earnest  of  the  Mor- 
mon converts,  and  not.  as  a class,  the 
depraved  and  sensual.  Especially  is 
this  true  of  the  women,  who,  beyond 
question,  have  entered  this  order  cf 
marriage  in  obedience  to  their  high- 
est convictions,  with  no  more  doubt 
as  to  the  propriety  of  their  course 
than  they  would  have  had  in  becom- 
ing parties  to  a single  marriage. 

THE  PRACTICE  OF  PLURAL  MARRIAGE 
in  Utah,  however,  as  already  stated, 
has  been,  and  is  to-day,  far  below  its 
idealistic  theory — it  has  been  weighed 
in  the  balance  of  experience,  and 
found  xoanting — sadly  wanting,  in  the 
chief  essential  of  human  happiness  to 
both  sexes;  and,  if  the  inmost  hearts 
of  the  women — and  of  the  men  no 
less  than  the  women — who*  have  been 
parties  to  this  experiment,  could  be 
seen,  there  would  be  read,  in  nature’s 
living  characters,  a solemn  protest 
against  it;  and  one  too  that  religious 
teaching,  strengthened  by  “divine 
revelation,”  ancient  ar.d  modern,  is 
vainly  trying  to  suppress. 

POLYGAMY  DOOMED. 

That  this  system  of  social  life  is 
rapidly  declining,  there  can  be  but 
one  intelligent  opinion.  The  time  re- 
quired to  effect  its  final  dissolution 
depends  entirely  upon  circumstances. 
If  all  governmental  interference  and 
attempted  passage  of  stringent  Cullotr 
bills  should  cease — if  the  glaring  in- 
justice of  impugning  to  men  none  but 
base  motives  for  marrying  more  than 
one  wife,  and  the  still  greater  injus- 
tice of  calling  their  plural  wives  (who 
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as  a class,  are  as  pure  and  as  virtuous 
women  as  ever  breathed)  concubines, 
should  meet  with  the  reprobation  from 
the  liberal  American  press  that  such 
calumnies  deserve — then  but  a short 
time  will  be  needed  to  free  the  honest 
Mormon  mind  from  belief  in  this  im- 
perfect one-sided  order  of  social  life. 
No  new  revelation,  except  the  one  re- 
ferred to,  is  necessary  to  abolish  this 
system  in  Utah,  for  its  foundation  is 
sapped  already.  Outside  interference 
will  arrest  its  decay,  but  nothing  can 
prevent  its  final  overthrow;  for  the 
steady  onward  course  of  progress,  the 
despotism  of  society,  the  sharp  sting 
of  public  opinion,  the  rapid  growth  of 
free  thought  throughout  the  Territory, 
together  with  the  silent  testimony  of 
those  who  have  seen  its  practice  and 
telt  its  results,  are  the  causes  which, 
if  unchecked  by  persecution,  will  soon 
solve  the  painful  problem.  The  force 
of  public  opinion  especially  will  con 
tribute  much  towards  it ; for,  what- 
ever certain  individuals  may  believe, 
they  cannot  wholly  disregard  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  of  the  community  in 
which  they  live  ; they  must,  in  some 
degree,  conform  to  the  customs  and 
ideas  of  the  society  of  which  they 
form  a part. 

As  this  community  grows  in  impor- 
tance and  becomes  less  isolated,  the 
opinions  of  the  people  must  neces- 
sarily change  so  as  to  harmonize  with 
those  of  the  great  world  outside. 
This  is  a law  of  nature.  Any  arbi- 
trary enactments,  therefore,  are  not 
only  impolitic  and  unnecessary,  but 
suicidal. 

LEGISLATION'  OX  THE  SUBJECT. 

Some  people  are  unwilling  to  let 
social  matters  regulate  themselves, 
and  want  to  expedite  the  work  of  har- 
monizing Utah  with  the  rest  of  the 
country  by  force  of  law.  Public 
opinion,  in. a Republic,  is  the  basis  of 
legislative  acts,  but  minorities  have 
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rights  just  as  sacred  as  those  of  the 
majority,  which  cannot  be  disregarded 
without  danger  to  the  commonwealth. 
That  kind  of  legislation  which  has  no 
other  object  than  the  enforement  of 
what  the  majority  call  morality  is 
more  properly  usurpation.  No  body 
of  men,  legislative  or  otherwise,  has 
any  right  to  dictate  a standard  of 
morality  for  individual  members  of 
society.  You  cannot  legislate  virtue 
into  people,  except  indirectly,  by  pro- 
viding for  their  education,  and  re- 
straining them  from  injury  to  others. 
We  all  have  our  staudard  of  right-, 
some  high,  and  some  low,  but — high 
or  low — alike  beyond  the  pale  of  le- 
gitim ite  legislation.  The  only  reason- 
able excuse  for  the  passage  of  a law 
against  polygamy,  and  other  social 
customs  of  individuals  and  communi- 
ties, is  the  pretence  that  the  practice 
is  an  infringement  upon  the  rights  of 
others,  and  subversive  of  the  public 
good.  If  this  were  true,  legislation, 
though  unnecessary — for  the  evd 
would  best  cure  itself — might  be  ad- 
missible, but  it  is  not  true  in  reference 
to  the  social  status  of  the  people  of 
Utah,  and  such  has  ever  been  the 
verdict  of  candid  minded  persons  un- 
warped by  prejudice  whose  acquaint- 
ance with  them  justified  an  opinion 
on  the  subject. 

COMPARATIVE  VIRTUE  OF  THE  MORMON 
PEOPLE. 

Twenty  years  association  with  this 
people,  with  unusual  facilities  for  ob- 
servation, has  convinced  me  that, 
while  they  are — as  I have  been — un- 
doubtedly the  victims  of  a false  logic, 
and  an  undue  faith  in  men  and  books 
claiming  divine  authority,  they  stand 
to-day  unexcelled  for  industry,  tun 
pcrance  and  virtue.  Their  polygamy 
may  not  be  virtuous,  as  judged  by 
the  standard  of  others,  but  believe  me 
it  is  purely  so  according  to  their  own. 
Pardon  the  dogmatism  of  this  state- 


